
United States Rvtent and Trademark Offthf 



7 COMMEI 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE" 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Addres*: COMMISSIONER FOR PATKNTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Vuginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 
10/015,965 

24737 



FILING DATE 
11/30/2001 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 
Yannick Vincent 



7590 



06/20/2003 

PHILIPS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY & STANDARDS 
P.O. BOX 3001 

BRIARCLIFF MANOR, NY 10510 



[ ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 
FR 000130 



CONFIRMATION NO. 
6951 



EXAMINER 



NGUYEN, K1MBERLY D 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2876 

DATE MAILED: 06/20/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/015,965 



Examiner 

Kimberly D. Nguyen 



Applicant(s) 



VINCENT, YANNICK 



Art Unit 

2876 



Period foT Rep!? ' * " ** communicatio " «P™» on m'tum ^ w,th the c orrespondence aLess Z 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period Z^^^^^^^,^^ < 6 > MONTHS •» mailing date of this communication. 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months afte the S o Stent th* ™ ? <o become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b) 9 communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2 b)B This action is non-final 
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7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Amendment 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of Amendment filed 3 1 March 2003 . 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

- Claims 4 and 8, line 2: "comprising:" should be inserted after the "hardware circuit 
[HARD]". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale m th,s country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in She United S^es 

4. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Chiang (US 6,574,776). 

Chiang teaches a data processing system, comprising: 
a EDC/ECC-P processor 13/15, which serves as a microprocessor (see fig. 1), 
a communication device communicating with an electronic module (i.e. memory unit 1 1, 
which serves as electronic module) intended to send a conventional signal to the microprocessor 
(i.e., providing data communication between memory unit 1 1 and the processors; see col. 1, line 
66 through col. 2, line 26); and 
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a hardware circuit allowing an inversion an order of bits of a word as a function of a 
value of the conventional signal during a transfer of the word between the electronic module 1 1 
and the microprocessor (fig. 7; col. 6, line 59 through col. 7, line 48). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

6. Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiang in 
view of Van Rensburg a aL (US 2003/0004891 ; hereinafter "Van Rensburg"). Tl,e teachings of 
Chiang have been discussed above. 

Chiang fails to teach or fairly suggest the electronic module is a Subscriber Identity 
Module (hereinafter "SIM")card. 

Van Rensburg teaches the electronic module 2 is a SIM card (fig. 2; paragraphs 41 and 

50). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the SIM card as taught by Van Rensburg to the teachings of 
Chiang in order to employ memory card, such as SIM card, for conducting commercial 
transactions including a large number of participating system members. 
7. Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiang in 
view ofMuwafi et al. (US 5,978,822; hereinafter "Muwafi"). The teachings of Chiang have 
been discussed above. 
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Chiang fails to teach or fairly suggest the hardware circuit comprising a switch, a right 
shift register and a left shift register electrically connected to the switch. 

Muwafi teaches a circuit which comprises switches (fig. 9, lines 19-25) and a post shift 
unit 80 to shift (to the left or right) the bits of each value processed (fig. 5; col. 8, lines 3 1-45). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the notoriously old and well known the order of bits of the 
word as taught by Muwafi to the teachings of Chiang in order to provide the instant system with 
a reduction of time for processing operations. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered bat are moot in 
view of the new gr„u»d(s) of rejection. In response to the applicant's argument "a hardware 
circuit [HARD] allowing inversion or no inversion of the order of bits of a word as a function of 
the value of the convention signal during transfer of toe word between the electronic module 
[MOD] and the microprocessor [PRC]" (see page 8, lines 12-15), the examiner believes that 
given its broadest reasonable intetpretation of the instant claims, the combination of the 
teachings of Chiang, Van Rensburg, and Muwaft meet the claimed limitations. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-1798. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on 703-305-3503. The fax phone numbers for the 



. Application/Control Number: 10/015,965 

Art Unit: 2876 3g{ 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-1341 for regular 
communications and 703-305-1341 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-8792. 

KDN 

June 16, 2003 „ 
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